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TO THE EDITOR OF THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
Dear Sir—By publishing the following Sermon, 
with the accompanying remarks, in your useful 

paper, you will confer a favour on a Subscriber. 


Harpersfield, May 19, 1825. L. H. 
SERMON. 
BY THE PARSON N. FENN. 
“Ve shall not surely die.” Gen. iii. 4. 

All Scripture is written for our instruction and 
learning, and there is no part of divine truth but 
what may be rendered highly beneficial to every 
intelligent creature. The words now read, were 
spoken by the Serpent to our first parents. When 
God made man at first, he placed him under a law 
subjecting him to certain restrictions, and told him, 
that of every tree of the garden he might freely eat 
save of the tree of knowledge of good and evil, of 
that he should not eat, for in the day he eat thereof 
he should die. This prohibition unquestionably 
was designed as a test of his obedience ; and if he 
should disobey, all that was included in the threat- 
ening, “ve shall surely die,” should actually fall 
upon him in all its length and breadth. From the 
whole Bible history of this affair, it appears that 
Adam and Eve really believed that it would happen 
to them exactly according to the declaration of our 
text, and that they should in very deed die in the 
true sense of the words. 

It appears that the serpent understood the full 
import of the death threatened, and no question felt 
exceedingly alarmed at it, for he saw that if the 
forbidden fruit should not be eaten, there would be 
no breach of God’s law, no penalty incurred, and if 
there should be no penalty incurred, his kingdom ot 
darkness aud sin never would be peopled ; the whole 
family of man would walk on in the ways of moral 
rectitude, and their felicity would in no sense either 
in time or eternity be impaired. The great serpent, 
who has ever beguiled men’s souls, was immediately 
roused to action. He saw, that unless our first pa- 
rents did eat of the forbidden fruit, his prospects 
respecting his kingdom were absolutely hopeless, 
and he was persuaded that it was absolutely in vain 
to attempt to lead them to transgression, unless he 
could make them believe that the threatening an- 
nexed to the breach of God’s law should never be 
carried into effect. And hence it is that he came 

right forward to our first parents, and frankly de- 
nied the truth of the declaration, and told them, that 
if they did eat of the forbidden fruit they should not 
surely die; it was all a whim—they were alarmed 
without any reason, they were filled with fear when 
there was no cause for it. If they would partake of 





that they should have their knowledge greatly m 
creased, and should be as gods knowing good and 
evil. He most likely painted to them how greatly 
increased their standing would be in consequence 
of the great increase of their knowledge and at 
tainments ; representing the fruit as very pleasant 
and delicious to the taste, and worked upon theit 
passions and feelings until they actually did trans- 
gress; they did partake of the forbidden fruit, and 
died the death threatened. Milton beautitully de- 
scribes the apostacy in the following lines, speaking 
of Eve who was first in the transgression, 

“ Forth she reached her hand, she plucked, she eat, 

Earth felt the wound, and nature sighing 

Through all her parts, gave signs that all was lost.”’ 

My design is, in the first place, to shew what 
kind of a death is intended in the text; for if we 
cannot accurately establish this point, all our labour 
will be in vain. Now the threatening in the context 
made to our first parents, meant something or it 
meant nothing. If we say that it meant nothing, 
we shall openly reflect upon the Most High, we 
shall say no less than this, God is attempting to 
alarm his creatures with false pretences, and this 
would be giving God a character which would 
render him wholly an improper object of religious 
worship. If we say that it meant any thing, then 
we must say that it means all that is naturaily in- 
cluded in the words, and that our first parents so 
certainly as they should transgress should die. Now 
the great thing is to ascertain what kind of a death 
is intended in the context, and which God did an- 
nex to his law which he made with our first parents, 
which was to include both them anc all their pos- 
terity, as they were the head and representative of 
the whole human family. There are three kinds of 
death evidently held forth in the inspired word, and 
one or another of these deaths is evidently meant 
by the death mentioned in the text. 

The three deaths mentioned are, temporal, spirit- 
ual, and eternal. The penalty annexed to the Di- 
vine law in case of transgression, cannot mean tem- 
poral death; for if it did then the words of the Most 
High could not be true, for it is an undeniable fact 
that our first parents did not die a natural death, on 
the day that they transgressed in partaking of the 
forbidden fruit; but they lived many years after- 
ward and raised a family. 
the letter of the text at all by saying, that by par- 
taking of the forbidden fruit they became liable to 
temporal death, and must sooner or later return to 
their native dust; for the declaration is positive, it 
is decisive, In the day, that is, in the very day that 
thou eatest of the forbidden fruit, thou shalt surely 


And it does not answer 





the forbidden fruit they should be so far from dying, 
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die. Now as they actually did not die on that day 
a natural death, it htnce must be obvious to every 
one that a temporal death could not be the thing 
intended. And furthermore a temporal death isno 
punishment for sin. The dissolution of soul and 


body, and a mere returning of our bodies to the 


dust, is no punishment for the transgression of 


God’s holy law. 
gate which leads to immortality. 


The death of the body is only the 
Hence it is that 
Paul says, he had a desire to depart and be with 
Nor 


would he have expressed such an ardent desire to 


Christ, which is far better than to be here. 


depart this life, if the mere laying down the body 
in the dust was the full and deserved penalty of the 
Divine law. I think no one can be so foolish as to 
adopt a sentiment of this nature. 

The inquirer will ask, If this be so, then what 
To this I 
reply, that it must be a death which is the just pe- 
nalty of the law. 


kind of a death is intended in the text ? 


Spiritual death cannot be a just 
penalty of the law. Spiritual death consists in an 
alienation of heart and affections from God ; or, in 
other words, in a full gratification of all the lusts 
and appetites. Now it is no punishment to the 
transgressor to let hin indulge himself to the ut- 
most length of his sins: it is no punishment to the 
drunkard, to tell him that because he has been drunk 
once he shall get drank again, and shall go on 
getting drunk through life. This is so far trom 
being a punishment to him, that it is the very 
course which is pleasing to him. You could not 
prescribe a course of life with which he would be so 
high!y gratified. Hence a spiritual death is a course 
of life so very pleasing to the natural man, it can- 
not be in any serse a punishment for sin; anda 
person may indulge himseli in ever so long a life of 
carnal gratification, and instead of in any measure 
enduring the penalty of the law, he would all the 
while be rendering himself more and more ob- 
noxious to the Divine displeasure, and every mo- 
ment be increasing his desert of punishment. 

If this be so, then spiritual death is so far from 
being any part of the penalty of the Divine law 
annexed to the transgression, that it is the very 
course of life which aggravates the eternal condem- 
nation. Further I observe, that the real and just 
demerit of sin, is eternal death, or an eternal sepa- 
ration from all good, and a subjection to eternal 
misery and never-ending despair; and unquestion- 
ably is the death threatened as a penaity of the law ; 
and this is the death which the serpent told our first 
parents they should not die, if they did eat of the 
forbidden fruit. He told them that it was all a mere 
fiction, there was no such thing as destroying them- 
selves by eating a little fruit that was pleasant to 
the taste; they had a perfect right to consult their 
own pleasure, and no one could reasonably say, 
Why do ye so? The serpent represented to our first 
parents that they should be so far from losing any 
thing by transgressing the Divine injunction, that 
they should be infinitely gainers; they should be as 
gods knowing good and evil; should be infinitely 
more knowing, and should be susceptible of inf- 


could be in this natural state of innocency and mora! 
rectitude. 

The same language is held up at the present day, 
by all who are friendly to the sentiment held forth 
in our text. They say, let people live as they list, 
let them lead ever so immoral lives, and let them 
continue in this life ever so far from righteousness, 
let them live in the direct transgression of either ot 
the ten commandments of the decalogue, they shall 
not die, they shall not be damned to everlasting 
misery, they shall be saved with an everlasting sal- 
vation; God does not mean to punish his creatures 
eternally ; it is inconsistent with his benevolence : 
and all those passages of scripture which represent 
the punishment of the wicked to be for ever and 
ever, are all to be understood of a limited duration, 
and no such thing as eternity can be expressed by 
them. Now this is the very way in which those 
persons talk who are friendly to the sentiments 
taught in our text, and with a zeal which is only 
justifiable in a better cause, they will with the ut- 
most earnestness, plead the unreasonableness and 
injustice that God should doom to infinite misery, a 
rational creature who is capable of only a finite act. 
Those who support this sentiment that sinners shall 
not die, shall not be punished eternally for their 


transgressions, leave the justice of God entirely out 
of view; they throw it into the back ground; they 
greatly exalt his merey, and represent it as super- 
abundant; they are wholly unmindful that there ts 
a perfect harmony existing among all the divine per- 
fections, and that if merey should be so far exer- 
cised as to infringe on justice, it must destroy this 
harmony. If this harmony is destroyed, the divine 
character is at once defaced. If the justice of Je- 
A God with- 
out justice, is not a proper subject of religious wor- 
ship. A God without justice is to be abhorred, and 
Jehovah must be utterly destitute of justice if he 
does not, in the strictest sense, maintain the justice 
of his law. 


hovah fails, his whole character fails, 


It is plead by those who are in sentiment with 
our text, that the idea of punishing the wicked eter- 
nally, is inconsistent with the infinite benevolence 
of God. They say, God is love; all pure and per- 
fect love. How can a God of infinite benevolence 
punish a creature of his own making eternally ? 
This question is asked with as much assurance as if 
it were true beyond all failure. But let us look at 
this question a little; let us never receive any thing 
hastily ; let us examine every sentiment with great 
care, if we do not we may be entangled before we 
are aware of it. Benevolence is as really exercised 
in the correction of faults, as in rewarding virtuous 
actions. A kind and faithful parent, is as really 
benevolent in chastising and correcting a stubborn, 
undutiful child, as in rewarding one who is every 
way obedient. The more love a parent possesses, 
the more will he be constrained to chastise a hard- 
ened, rebellious child, and he will see that it can by 
no means be reconcileable with true government to 
let him pass without punishment. Well, if an earth- 
ly parent cannot let a child pass without punishing 





nitely more enjoyment, than they ever possibly 


him according to his deserts, if he loves him as he 
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ought, how then can God, who is is infinitely benevo- 
lent, maintain his character as a righteous govern- 
or if he lets the wicked, who live and die in their 
impenitence, pass with impunity ? What did I say, 
pass with impunity ? According to the sentiment of 





those who are in union with our text, he not only 
Jets them pass with impunity, and his law, which is 
founded in perfect rectitude and in the reason and 
fitness of things, be trampled under foot, but he be- 
stows upon confirmed and determined rebels, eter- 
nal salvation. 

Now only look at it, my hearers, How repugnant 
it is to every principle of pure benevolence, and 
to the very spirit of the whole gospel of peace and 
zrace, to suppose and affirm that God, without any 
distinctions, should eternally save the finally im- 
penitent, when he has assured us that no unclean 
thing shall ever enter the kingdom of Heaven! 
Every impenitent sinner is totally unclean, and of 
course in every view unprepared for the society of 
And how is it possible for God 
to bring 


the blessed above. 
consistently with his true character, ever 
and unite with the society of the blessed above, any 
and dies in his blood? 

(To be continued.) 

REPLY. 
TO THE CHRISTIAN PUBLIC. 

The particular reasons for publishing the forego- 
ing Sermon, are, first, that great exertions have 
been made of late in this place by the author, the 
Parson Stephen Fenn, to bring into disrepute the 
doctrine of God’s Universal Benevolence, and to 
scandalize those persons who believe that in the 
seed of Abraham “ail the families of the earth shall 
be blessed ;” and, second, to show that the sentiment 
contained in this sermon, and attempted to be 
palmed upon that class of people known by the 
The public can 


one who lives 


name of Universalists, is untrue. 
form soine idea of the zeal with which the gentle- 
man has prosecuted his purpose, when they are in- 
formed, that the discourse was first delivered in the 
Presbyterian meeting-house in Harpersfield, on the 
13th of February, 1825; in the Town of Jefferson, 
six miles distant, on the 29th; and again in the 
former place on the 6th of March, and that imme- 
diately after having administered the sacrament, 
upon the strength of that bread which was to com- 
memorate “the bread of God which cometh down 
trom heaven and giveth life unto the world,” and 
that wine of which Jesus said, “This is my blood 
of the New Testament which is shed for many for 
the remission of sins,” after having ate and drank 
in remembrance of him at whose birth the angels 
sang “Glory to God in the highest, and on earth 
peace, good will towards men,” and whose death 
“destroyed him that bad the power of death, that 
is, the Devil; and delivered them who through fear 
of death were all their lifetime subject to bondage,” 
I say, upon that most solemn and interesting occa- 
sion, Which ought to have inspired every heart with 
a song of praise and thanksgiving to that God who 
“gave his Son to be the Saviour of the world,” 
could this gentleman arise from table, wipe his lips, 
zud in the most heartless and cold-blooded manner, 


GOSPEL HERALD. 





Saviour 





consign those very 
“gave himself a ransom, 








whom the 
to “eternal misery and 


souls for 
” 
never-ending despair!” I ought however in justice 
tu state, that most of his congregation were not well 
pleased with his performance. I have the honour 
to be acquainted with them all, and know them 
generally to be men of more liberal and consistent 
Tie Sermon of itself is unworthy of any 
The author undoubtedly laboured under 
the influence of an overheated zeal to suppress 
what he supposed to be a dangerous heresy; and 
the marks of passion, hatred, and vengeance, are 
To the 


views, 


notice. 


evidently stamped upon the face of it. 
author IT say, 

Dear Sir, I know of no class of people “that are 
with the your 
nor is it my intention to attempt to prove 


in unison sentiment contained m 
text,’ 
that the words, 
but since you have in the most direct terms 


“Ye shall not surely die,” were 
true; 
charged the sentiment to that class of people known 
by the name ef Universalists, I feel it a duty to at- 
tempt to do away such an erroneous impression. 
The Universalists believe as firmly 


our first parents did die the death which the Most 


as you do, that 


High said should be the consequence of eating of 
the tree of knowledge; and to use your own lan- 
guage, it was “on the day, that is the very day” in 
which they partook of the forbidden fruit, and with 
them all their posterity.* 
death was, (as you say,) “ eternal misery and never- 
ending despair,” that the justice of God required 
that they all should suffer “eternal misery and 
never-ending despair,” and you say, that “A God 
without justice is to be abliorred, and Jehovah must 
be utterly destitute of justice if he does not in the 


Let us suppose that this 


strictest sense. maintain the justice of his law.’ 
Now what is the irresistible conclusion? Why, that 
Adam, Eve, and all their posterity did suffer “ eter- 
nal misery and never-ending despair,” on the day 
of Adam’s transgression! Now as yourself as well 
as all the Universalists have descended from Adam, 
what is your hope? Do you imagine that Jehovah 
will relinquish any part of his justice on your ac- 
count? If he should, you would even abhor him for 
it. Surely this is shutting up the kingdom of Hea- 
ven against men, for you would neither enter your- 
self nor suffer others. 

I am astonished that a man of your good sense, 
while having the justice of God so full in view, 
should in so deliberate a manner run the hazard of 
adding to his holy word, and that not for the pur- 
pose of peopling his kingdom, nor benetiting your 
brethren of the human family, but for the sole pur- 
pose of depopulating the one, and «lestroying the 
other. In order to give a sanction to what you 
have advanced, you say, that eternal death is men- 
tioned in the Scriptures. Your words are, “The 
three deaths mentioned are temporal, spiritual, and 





* Our correspondent is too generous in his admission. A 
majority of Universalists with whom we are acquainted, do 
not believe that Adam’s posterity die the death that is the 
consequence of sin, until they become sinners. The soul 
that sinneth, it she all die.” (Ezek. xviii. 4.) W at. Adam 
sinned, he sinned for himself ; and his own soul died. 
When Paul sinned, he sinned for himself; and his soul 
died. (Rom. vii. 9, i. ) Ed 
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eternal.” What will you plead to this, guilty or 
not guilty? I do not feel disposed to be your judge 
in this matter; the offence is not against me, but it 
is against a God of justice, and God has said, that if 
any man shal! add unto these things, God shall add 
unto him the plagues that are written in this 
book ; Rev. xxi. 18. Eternal death is not to be 
found in all the Scriptures of truth, nor any word 
that conveys such an idea; neither are “ eternal mis- 
ery and never-ending despair,” to be found there. 
How could you, Sir, reconcile the notion of an 
eternal or never-ending death, with the following ? 
Isa. xxv. 8. “He will swallow up death in victo- 
ry.” 1 Cor. xv. 26, “The last enemy shall be de- 
stroyed, death.” Rev. xxi. 4, “And there shall be 
no iore death.” 

[am very sure that you or the inspired writers 
are mistaken in this matter. You say that, “Tem- 
poral death is no punishment for sin.” This is in 
the most direct manner charging the Almighty with 
folly. For what propriety could there be in making 
temporal death the penalty for so many offences, if 
there was no punishment in it? See Deut. xiii. 
The Lord knows perfectly well how to punish of- 
fenders, and whether you or I approve or disap- 
prove, it will not alter him. This idea is also a re- 
flection upon all wise governments, and the good 
sense of every good man. Why do our laws exe- 
cute murderers, robbers, incendiaries, &c. if there 
is no punishment inflicted ? It is useless to waste 
any more time in combating such folly. Its ab- 
surdity must be manifest to ail. 

Again. You say, that “ Spiritual death cannot 
be a just penalty of the law. Spiritual death con- 
sists in an alienation of heart and affections from 
God, or, in othe: words, in a full gratification of all 
the lusts and appetites.” I would ask, were our 
first parents created spiritually dead? The answer 
must be no. Well, when did they become so? 
Ans. In the day in which they partook of the for- 
bidden fruit. What was the cause of their spiritual 
death? Ans. Eating of the forbidden fruit. Were 
they unhappy before they partook of the forbidden 
fruit? No. For “by one man sin entered into the 
world, and death by sin.” Rom. v. 12. 

Again. You say, that “It is no punishment to 
the drunkard, to tell him that because he has been 
drunk once, he shall get drunk again, and so go on 
getting drank through life. This is so far from 
being a punishment to him that it is the very 
course that is pleasing to him.” Well, the serpent 
promised happiness for transgression; but he told 
a lie, and so does every one that does likewise. Let 
us hear what the word of God says upon the subject 
of drunkenness; Prov. xxii. 29, 30. “ Who hath 
wo? Who hath sorrow? Who hath contentions? 
Who hath babblings? Who hath wounds without 
cause ? Who hath redness of eyes? They that tarry 
Jong at the wine, they that go to seek mixed wine.” 
How vastly you, Sir, and Solomon disagree in the 
moral condition of drunkards! Solomon has it 
that they are punished in the commission of their 
crimes ; but you have it that they are happy in the 
commission, but shall receive their recompense in 


the world of spirits. Solomon says, Prov. xi. 31, 
“ Behold, the vighteous shall be recompensed in the 
earth: much more the wicked and the sinner.” It 
appears evident both from revelation and experi- 
ence, that it is sin that causes an alienation of heart 
and affections from God, and is the cause of all the 
wo and misery that afflicts the wretched, darkened, 
deluded inhabitants of this lower world. Behold, 
the Lord’s hand is not shortened that it cannot 
save; neither his ear heavy that it cannot hear: 
but your iniquities have separated between you and 
your God, and your sins have hid his face from you 
that he will not hear. Isa. lix. 1,2. It is not possi- 
ble in the nature of things, that sin should ever pro- 
duce one moment of real happiness, but on the con- 
trary it always brings misery along with it. “ Lust 
when it hath conceived bringeth forth sin, and sin 
when it is finished bringeth forth death.” The 
Universalists fully believe that God will punish, (in 
hell if you please,) every sinner according to his 
demerit. “The wicked shall be turned into hell, 
ana all the nations that forget God.” Psa. ix. 17. 
David says, 2 Sam. xxii. 6. “The sorrows of hell 
compassed me about; the snares of death prevent- 
ed me.” Psa. cxvi. 1—5. “I love the Lord because 
he hath heard my voice and my supplications. Be- 
cause he hath inclined his ear unto me, therefore 
will I call upon him as long as I live. The sorrows 
of death compassed me, and the pains of hell gat 
hold upon me; I found trouble and sorrow. Then 
called I upon the name of the Lord: O Lord, I be- 
seech thee, deliver my soul. Gracious ts the Lord, 
and righteous; yea our God ts merciful.” When 
did David call upon the Lord? Ans. When the 
pains of hell gat hold upon him, Did the Lord de- 
liver him from the pains of hell? Ans. Psa. Ixxxvi. 
13. “For great is thy mercy toward me and thou 
hast delivered my soul from the lowest hell.” Jo- 
nah ii. 1, 2. “Then Jonah prayed unto the Lord 
his God, out of the fish’s belly and said, I cried by 
reason of mine affliction unto the Lord and he 
heard me; out of the belly of heli cried 1, and Thou 
heardst my voice.” 

These, Sir, are our views respecting the mannet 
of punishing transgressors in hell; and since I have 
given them in the exact language of Scripture, I 
trust you will allow our authority to be good for 
thus believing. And since David ascribed his de- 
liverance from the lowest hell, to the great mercy of 
God, I hope you will not again censure us for 
trusting somewhat in God’s mercy. Thus in few 
words J have attempted to show that the Universa- 
lists do really believe that God will punish bis crea- 
tures according to their crimes. 

I will now attempt further to show, that this pun- 
ishment does not proceed from an implacable hatred 
in the Almighty towards his creatures, merely for 
the sake of displaying his wrath and vengeance, 
but is intended for their real benefit, to bring them 
to a sense of their duty, and that it will in the 
end have the same happy effect in all that it had in 
the case of David and Jonah. As you, Sir, attempt- 
ed to illustrate the justice of God, by the similitude 





of earthly parents correcting their disobedient chil- 





cin ca MG tins nics acl 


| 





pata 









~ 
Pee. ny 





alk a 


. 
cee 





| 


pass ae 





ulsrEL HERALD. 21 





dren, permit me to use the same figure taken from 
the pen of the inspired Paul, whom you will cer- 
tainly receive as good evidence. Heb. xii. 5—11. 
“ My son, despise not thou the chastening of the 
Lord, nor faint when thou art rebuked of him: for 
whom the Lord loveth he chasteneth, and scourgeth 
every son whom he receiveth. If ye endure chas- 
tening, God dealeth with you as with sons, for what 
son is he whom the father chasteneth not? But if 
ye be without chastisement, whereof all [mark the 
word all] are partakers, then are ye bastards and 
not sons. Furthermore, we have had fathers of our 
flesh, which corrected us ; and we gave them rever- 
ence: shall we not much rather be in subjection 
unto the Father of spirits and live? For they verily 
four earthly fathers} for a few days chastened us 
after their own pleasure ; but he for our profit, that 
we might be partakers of his holiness. Now no 
chastening for the present seemeth to be joyous but 
grievous : nevertheless, afterward it yieldeth the 
peaceable fruit of righteousness unto them that are 
exercised thereby.” How differently the figure of 
the holy apostle appears from yours! He has not 
in all this, said one word about “eternal misery, 
and never-ending despair,” nor God’s hating his 
offspring. What would you think of that Father 
who would roast his children alive, under pretence 
of correcting them? And yet according to your 
views of God’s government, in order to be Godlike 
he could do no other way. There is one thing more 
which you have not charged upon us nor even hint- 
ed at in all your sermon, but which is however of 
great importance with us, and which I will now 
proceed to notice. 

Know then, Dear Sir, that we believe with all 
our heart, and with all our mind, that about 1825 
years ago, there was born in the city of David, a 
Saviour which is Christ the Lord; that this same 
“ Christ died for our sins according to the Scrip- 
tures.” 1 Cor. xv. 3. “That he rose again accord- 
ing to the Scriptures,” see v. 4. And that it is he 
“whom the heaven must receive until the times 
of restitution of all things, which God hath spoken 
by the mouth of all his holy prophets since the 
world began.” Acts iii. 21. We believe also that 
this same Christ is the seed of Abraham, in whom 
“all the families of the earth shall be blessed.” 
That he is “the bread of God which cometh down 
from heaven and giveth life unto the world.” John 
vi. 33. That he “is indeed the Christ, the Saviour 
of the world.” John iv. 42. That he came “to 
seek and to save that which was lost.” That “when 
we were yet without strength in due time Christ 
died for the ungodly.” That it “is a faithful say- 
ing and worthy of all acceptation that Christ Jesus 
came into the world to save sinners.” And it is 
“for this cause [for this very belief] that we both 
labour and suffer reproach because we trust in the 
living God, who is the Saviour of all men: as well 
as especially of them that believe.” Now, Sir, was 
it not “absolutely dishonest” to attempt to palm 
upon your hearers for truth, the untruth, that the 
Universalists do not believe that “the threatenings 
of the Most High” will ever be carried into effect ? 





That they believe the declaration of the serpent, that 
they do not believe there is any punishment for the 
transgressor; in short, that they disbelieve the 
whole book of Revelation. 

Now let us see who it js that denies God’s holy 
word. The word of God declares, that, “ Where- 
fore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and 
death by sin, and so death hath passed upon all men, 
for that all have sinned.” Rom. v. 12, verse 18. 
“Therefore, as by the offence of one judgment came 
upon all men to condemnation ; even so by the 
righteousness of one the free gift came upon all men 
unto justification of life.” Verse 19. “ For as by one 
man’s disobedience many were made sinners, so 
by the obedience of one shall many be made righ- 
teous.” Now is it not “absolutely dishonest” to 
affirm, that in the one case, “many” means all, 
(many were made sinners,”) and im the other case, 
“many” were made righteous,” means a part only ? 
W hat, Task, is the reason that this portion of God's 
word never found the way into your pulpit, when 
you could dwell with so much apparent satisfaction 
three upon the 
words of the serpent? How much “ gospel of the 
grace of God”—how much “ peace and good will 
to men”—how much “ glad tidings of great joy 
which shall be to all people,” did you expect to 
find in the words of the serpent? Whose kingdom 
were you labouring to advance? Was it the king- 
dom of the Saviour? You did not even intimate 
that there was a Saviour. You do indeed talk about 
“the blessed above,” and the “ finally impenitent.” 
Who are “the blessed above?” Are they not such 
as died in Adam, and are made alive in Christ? 
you must answer, yes: for the scripture saith, that 
“it is manifest that if one died for all, then were all 
dead.” 2 Cor. v. 14. And, again, “For as in 
Adam all {mark the word all) die, even so in Christ 
shall all be made alive.” 1 Cor. xv. 22. What, I 
again ask, is the reason that you never declare these 
glorious truths to your hearers, and that you labour 
so incessantly to persuade them these things are 
not true? Now the Scripture saith, 1 Cor. vi. 9—12. 
“Know ye not that the unrighteous shall not in- 
herit the kingdom of God? Be not deceived; nei- 
ther fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor 
effeminate, nor abusers of themselves with man- 
kind, nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor 
revilers, nor extortioners, shall inherit the kingdom 
of God.” Now we believe the declaration of the 
Apostle to be true, but what sayeth he further ? 
“ And such were some of you.” Here the apostle 
declares of his Corinthian brethren, that some of 
them were such characters as he had just been de- 
scribing, and which should not inherit the kingdom 
of God. Yet Paul adds, “ But ye are washed, but 
ye are sanctified, but ye are justified in the name of 
the Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of our God.” 
Now Dear Sir, you see how the apostle understood 
that sinners were fitted for the inheritance of the 
kingdom of God; “not by works of righteousness 
which we have done, but according to his mercy 
he saved us, by the washing of regencration, and 
renewing of the Holy Ghost, which he shed on 
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us abundantly through Jesus Christ o 
Titus iii. 5, 6. 

Now for “the finally impenitent;” but unfor- 
tunately for your favourite doctrine, the Scriptures 
say not a word about them; no, not so much as one 
intimation that there ever will be such an one to be 
found when the purposes of God are accomplished. 
But what saith the Scripture? Psalm xxii. 27—29. 
“ All the ends of the world, [How many? .4ll the 
ends of the world,| shall remember ‘and turn unto 
the Lord; and all the kindreds of the nations [un- 
bounded language] shall worship before thee. For 
the kingdom is the Lord’s; [not satan’s] and he ts 
the Governor among the nations. All they that be 
fat upon earth shall eat and worship: all they that 
go down to the dust shall bow before him, and none 
can keep alive his own soul.” Psa. Ixxxvi. 9. “ All 


] 


nations whom thou hast made shall come and wor- 
ship before thee, O Lord; and shall glorify thy 
name.” [Read the whole of the Psalm.] Time 
would fail me, Sir, to transcribe all the blessed 
words of the most merciful God that go to establish 
the universality of his kingdom and worship; but 
there is one more that I cannot pass in silence, Isa. 
xxv. 6—8. “ And in this mountain shall the Lord 
of hosts make unto all people a feast of fat things, a 
feast of wines on the lees; of fat things full of mar- 
row, of wines on the lees well refined. And he will 
destroy in this mountain the face of the covering 
cast over all people, and the veil that is spread over 
all nations. He will swallow up death in victory; 
and the Lord God will wipe away tears from off all 
faces; and the rebuke of his people [the Jews] shall 
be taken away from off all the earth: for the Lord 
hath spoken it.” After having read these and many 
more to the same purpose, as Isa. xlv., 1 Cor. xv., 
Rev. v., Eph. i., Heb. viii., tell me what has become 
of your doctrine of “Eternal misery and never- 
ending despair?” or of “the finally impenitent ?” 
(To be continued.) 
—<p— 
From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
(Continued from p. 11.) 

LIFE OF ELHANAN WINCHESTER. 

We are now arrived at that period when his at- 
tention was first drawn to the subject of Universa- 
lism. Early in 1778, a friend on whom he called, 
showed him “ The Everlasting Gospel,” a small 
book by Paul Seigvolk, and requested to be inform- 
ed what the author meant. Winchester, by looking 
into it here and there, soon perceived that its 
design was to prove, what was entirely new to him, 
the final salvation of all men; but though struck 
with some arguments that he glanced over, he 
readily decided that the scheme could not be true, 
laid the book aside, and determined to think no 
more of the subject. He spent the following sum- 
mer travelling and preaching in Virginia; where 
happening to mention the matter to a minister, he 
was told that the doctrine had been the subject of a 
controversy in the public papers, between a gentle- 
man of the law who denied the eternity of punish- 
ment, and a clergyman who defended it. Provi- 
dence appears to have resolved that he should not 





forget tie subject; for he also heard, while here. 
that an Episcopal clergyman had a few years be- 
fore, openly avowed Universalism, and preached it 
to his astonished people for two successive Sab- 
baths, when it pleased God, by a sudden sickness, 
to remove him from his earthly labours, or as it was 
commonly termed, to cut him off from the earth. 
Having passed the summer in Virginia, preach- 
ing to good acceptance, Mr. Winchester returned 
in the fall to his people at Welsh Neck. Here a 
bitter cup of sorrow that he had twice draimed, 
awaited him: his wife sickened and died. Amidst 
a consuming pain of ten or eleven days, her mind 
rose to a high state of devotional joy ; and her ex- 
ample and conversation served to abstract ber hus- 
band from the common objects of lite, and to con- 
centrate all his powers on the work of the ministry. 
He preached and exhorted with a zeal and single- 
ness of motive that could not fail of effect. A re- 
vival commenced, and in afew months about 140 
whites were added to his church. He addressed 
himself also to the poor blacks: his known opposi- 
tion to slavery recommended him to their favour- 
able attention, and before the next June, (1779) 
one hundred of them were baptized. “This,” says 
he, “was a suinmer of great success, and I shall re- 
member it with pleasure while I live.” His prayers 
and exhortations, however, had, in their fervour, far 
exceeded the narrow limits of Calvinism, to which 
he had strictly confined himself for seven years. 
Betore he was aware, he was preaching a general 
provision, and a universal call; the very senti- 


snent which he had formerly renounced, for that of 


Dr. Gill; and he actually made such progress in the 
doctrine of salvation as to be fully persuaded that 
the number of the saved would equal, if not exceed 
that of the lost. This belief he not only avowed in 
private, but proclaimed with joy to his crowded 
congregations, which usually consisted of nearly a 
thousand. But though some of the arguments he 
had seen in Seigvolk’s book, presented themselves, 
at times, with a force that he could scarcely with- 
stand, such was his timidity that he would not yet 
willingly allow himself the liberty of thinking on 
the subject of Universal Salvation. 

Wishing to visit his native place, he engaged the 
Parson Mr. Botsford to take the pastoral care of his 
church at Welsh Neck, during his absence ; and in 
September, (1779) began his journey to New-En- 
gland. Travelling slowly through the continent, 
and preaching as he went, he had many opportuni- 
ties of conversing with ministers of different de- 
nominations; and often proposed to them the ar- 
guments he had seen in favour of Universalism, 
which, to his surprize, he found them generally un- 
able to controvert. He still thought himself an 
opposer of the doctrine, and sometimes preached 
against it with a desperation proportioned to his 
fear of being overcome by it. He arrived in New- 
England in the latter part of autumn, where he 
travelled extensively and preached with much ap- 
plause and considerable success, for about nine 
months. In spite of his resolution, the truth was 
steadily gaining on his mind, and not unfrequently 
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transported him, when engaged in conversation, to 
state its evidences so plainly as to convince his 
company beyond recovery, and to strengthen the 
impression on his own mind, which he meant to 
(To be continued.) 
—> 

W. L. MCCALLA AGAIN. 

We insert the following “ Proposals,” published 
by W. L. M‘Calla, that the public may have a bet- 
ter opportunity of judging of the pretensions of this 


resist. 


man, who, with a few of his partizans, has made a 
great noise the year past in Philadelphia, The 
honest part of the community, without regard to 
their religious faith, who have seen the printed Dis- 
cussion and accompanying documents, will be able 
to proneunce it true or false. For ourselves, we 
have no worse feeling for religious blackguards than 
pity, ete. 
PROPOSALS 

For publishing by subscription, a Discussion of 

Universalism ; or a Defence of Orthodory, against 

the Heresy of Universalism, as advocated by Mr. 

Abner Kneeland, in the debate in the Universalist 

Church in Lombard-street, July, 1824, and in his 

various publications, as also, in those of Mr. Bal- 

lou and others. The profits of the impression to 
go to the funds of the Young Men’s Domestic 

Missionary Sociely, composed of different denom- 

inations. By W.L. M‘Calla. 

PREFACE TO THE WORK. 

Shortly after my arrival in this place, last May, 
information was received from various quarters that 
Mr. Kneeland had long been in the habit of defying 
the armies of the living God, and of glorying in 
thei silence as the effect of conscious guilt and er- 
ror. Aware of my own weakness, but confiding in 
the Great Head of the Church, it was impossible to 
eonceal my desire that he would challenge me. A 
mutual friend gave him an intimation of iny willing- 
ness to accept a personal invitation, but without 
effect. His general challenge was then made the 
ground of a correspondence which terminated in a 
public conference. This was not, by any means, 
intended to supersede the necessity of a printed de- 
fence, but to excite the public attention to such a 
work, and to make it more worthy of their patron- 
age, as well as to silence the audacious boasting of 
this enemy of God and man. He soon betrayed a 
great anxiety to terminate the debate. After seve- 
ral unsuccessful efforts, he cut it short by virtually 
closing the door of his desk upon me. Sickness 
and the heat of the city obliged me to retire to the 
country. This was called a@ retreat, and it was 
boldly and publicly denied that the doors of the 
church were shut upon me. To settle these points, 
an offer was made to resume the discussion, which 
offer he was very far from accepting. To retrieve 
their loss, a Universalist preacher, a pretended ste- 
nographer, was employed to write the debate in such 
a way as to transfer the victory from one side to the 
other. Although he at first promised verbal accu- 
racy, he at last professed to give the argument only, 
although this was as far beyond his capacity as it 


was contrary to his wish. The performance of his 
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fidelity and ability, would have 
been much more gratifying to me and my frends 


enterprise with 


than to him and his. Yet every one conversant with 
such matters, knows that in such discussions an argu- 
mentis more diluted than it should be when commit- 
ted to paper, and that it is not necessary to record 
repeaetd refutations of the same error, which were 
made necessary in debate in order to meet the ex- 
temporaneous and reiterated effusions of heretical 
sophistry. Although the employed stenographer 
professed to do justice to my argument, he has 
been guilty of such omissions and interpolations, 
transpositions and alterations as were calculated to 
destroy it. While, for the sake of perspicuity and 
precision, I take the liberty of arranging and con- 
densing the matter of the discussion, in such a man- 
ner as is suitable to written composition, the hearer 
will see that real justice is done to the argument on 
both sides. As my opponent had a full opportunity 
of speaking for himself, so, in revising and correct- 
ing the work of his employed Reporter, he has had 
a full opportunity of writing for himself. To copy 
all that he has published, through his stenographer, 
for himself and for me, is not my design. Any one 
who has read those drowsy pages will readily ex- 
cuse me, and any one who has not, may see a fair 
specimen in the piece signed Long-hand, published 
in the Democratic Press, of Sept. 22d, and copied 
in No. 21, of the Introductory Documents in this 
work. ‘This is one of the least important of many 
newspaper publications connected with this contro- 
versy, with which it is thought proper to occupy 
the first part of this little volume. For reasons-ex- 
plained in the introductory documents, its bulk will 
also be increased by additional matter both in con- 
firmation and refutation; and the latter of these 
shall now take the precedency, as the arguments 
of my opponent are all before me, in what he calls 
“as faithful a report as ever was made.” 

[The following Postscript accompanied the Pro- 
posals. ] 

Dear Sir—It is probable that where you live, as 
in the greater part of Christendom, the doctrine of 
Universalism has done some harm. Intelligence 
has been seat to this City that its malignity is con- 
siderably aggravated by a spurious publication of 
my debate with Mr. Kneeland. Will you be so 
kind as to use your influence with the merchants 
and others to get them to send orders to the book- 
sellers of this place, by the delegates to the General 
Assembly or otherwise ? May temporal and spiritual 
prosperity attend you and all who love the Lord, 
for the Redeemer’s sake. W. M‘CALLA. 

Philadelphia, Jan. 1825. 
—=>—— 
From the (Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 
SUNDAY SCHOOLS. 

At the organization of the Sunday School in the 
First Society in Berlin, the parson Mr. Robbins, in 
his sermon on that occasion, while informing his 
audience what they would learn from the Bible, 
concerning the character of God, gave three dis- 
tinct catalogues of the divine attributes, in neither 





of which he said a syllable concerning his mercy, 
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love, or goodness! But in the course of his sermo: 





he took care to paint the wrath of God in glowin 
language, and to remind his auditors, that it is read) 
every moment, to burst upon theit heads, and plung: 
them into the gulf of interminable wo! So then, 
it seems, Mr. Robbins does not choose that the 
children and youth in Kensington Society should 
learn, at least from him, that the Lord is gracious 
and merciful, slow to anger and abundant in good- 
ness and truth; that his wrath is but for a moment, 
and that his goodness is permanent, and lasting. 
and durable as eternity; that his mercy endureth 
for ever, and that his tender mercies are over all his 
works. That all the divine attributes harmoniz: 
and combine to form a perfect character, which is 
expressed in the Scriptures by one emphatical, tran- 
sporting word, and that word is Love—* God is 
love,” saith the beloved disciple, ** God is lore.” 

I would not be uncharitable, | would hope for the 
best. But from such a beginning, I greatly fear 
what will be the progress and the end of the Sun- 
day School in this place. If indeed Mr. Robbins 
be ignorant that mercy, love and goodness consti- 
tute an essential part of the divine character, then 
I most devoutly hope, (in the language of the psalm 
he read on the occasion,) his pupils may 

“ Grow wiser than their teachers are, 
And better know the Lord.” 
—j>— 
ORTHODOX EXPEDIENTS. 

We extract the following “ forms of bequest” from 
the “ American Baptist Magazine.” The giving to 
widows and orphans is truly a godly act, and will be 
approved by every humane person, of every deno- 
mination, whether the needy are widows and child- 
ren of clergymen, or laymen. But the bequest for 
educating pious, alias lazy, young men, and for mis- 
sionary purposes generally, is deserving of reprehen- 
sion, as One among many efforts which are made to 
aid the cause of antichrist. The above mentioned 
expedient may be called the last gripe, as the party 
is supposed to leave this world, and no longer be ac- 
cessible to religious beggars and pious harpies. 

FORMS OF BEQUEST. 

Form of Bequest to the Massachusetts Baptist Cha- 
ritable Society, for the relief of Widows and Chil- 
dren of deceased Baptist Ministers within this 
Commonwealth. 

Irem. I give, bequeath, and devise to the “ Mas- 
sachusetts Baptist Charitable Society, for the relief 
of Widows and Children of deceased Baptist Minis- 
ters,” within the state of Massachusetts, dollars, 
to be paid to the treasurer of the Charitable Society 
aforesaid, within one year after my decease. 


Form of Bequest to the Massachusetts Baptist Cha- 
ritable Society, for the use and benefit of the 
Widows and Children of deceased Ministers of 
the Association. 

Irem. I give, bequeath, and devise to the “ Mas- 
sachusetts Baptist Charitable Society,” in trust, for 
the use and benefit of the Widows and Children of 
deceased Ministers of the Association, the sum of 

dollars, to be paid to the treasurer of said So- 
ciety, within one year after my decease. 
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Form of Bequest to the Executive Committee of 
the Massachusetts Baptist Education Society. 
Ivem. I give, bequeath, and devise to the * Exe- 

cutive Committee of the Massachusetts Baptist 

Education Society,” for the purpose of aiding pious 

young men in obtaining education for the Christian 

ministry, dollars, to be paid to the treasurer of 
the said Society, within one year after my decease. 


Form of Bequest to the Baptist Missionary Society 
of Massachusetts. 

Irem. I give, bequeath, and devise to the “ Bap- 
tist Missionary Society of Massachusetts,” for the 
purpose of diffusing the gospel, dollars, to be 
paid to the treasurer of the said Society, within one 
year after my decease. 

—>—_ 
MR. THACHER’S LETTER. 


A fellow labourer with Mr. Thacher in the cause 
of Methodism, called on Saturday last, and said that 
Mr. T. felt himself aggrieved by the publishing of 
our remarks on his letter in our last Number. He 
added, that Mr. T. wished a reply published, at the 
same time handing the manuscript, and was told 
that it should be inserted; when he observed that it 
must be published without the privilege of an ac- 
companying reply or comment. This we positively 
refused, as a departure from our rule, and a depri 
vation we should by no means feel justified in ac- 
ceding to, whether it regards the editor of this pa- 
pet or others. To this decision we shall adhere, not- 
withstanding the tart reply of the bearer, that “ /f 
the editor had the honour of a man, he would pub- 
lish it as requested !” 

We have only to add, for Mr. Thacher’s perusal, 
that we will feel obliged to him, should he send an- 
other messenger, if he will select one who will use 
good manners. 


—~—-—- 
From the London Christian Disciple. 
THE ORPHAN BEGGAR. 
A TRUE STORY. 


A little boy, an orphan too, 

Whose finger ends with cold were blue, 
With pearly drops in either eye, 

Ready to start when pity’s nigh, 

With timid steps approach’d a door, 
(Some scanty pittance to implore) 
Whose brazen knocker, smooth and bright, 
Mock’d all the efforts of the wight, 
His little hands its place supplied, 

And open flew the portal wide. 

A clergyman of modern date, 

Less fam'd for kindness than estate, 
Now ey'd the boy from top to toe, 
And, list’ning to the tale of woe, 

Said, “ Take this crust, ‘tis mouldy too 
But still "tis good enough for you'” 
The boy receiv'd it with good grace, 
And turn'd about to quit the zines. 

« woe said the priest, “* an orphan boy 
Should not pursue such bad employ. 
Answer me this, pray can you read ?"' 
* Ah no sir, ‘tis a truth indeed.”’ 

Not read! why then you cannot pray! 
I'll teach you; after me thus say : 

Our Father who in Heaven art.”’ 

(* Our Father’ touch’d his little heart) 
“Is He your Father, then, and mine 

* Ves,” said the parsonified divine ; 

** God is the father of us all— 

Of rich and poor, of great and small.’ 
With feelings undisguis’d, the boy 
Summ'd up the whole in this reply : 

“ We're brothers—let it not be said, 
You ever gave me mouldy bread.” 
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